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Comment No. 1 Issue Code: 14
Comment noted. Existing Y-12 facilities are safe and comply with
appropriate safety and environmental requirements. The HEU
Materials Facility and the Special Materials Complex would provide
more protection from natural phenomena events and accidental
releases. DOE believes that it has adequately addressed impacts to
public health and safety that could result from implementing the
various aternatives. Volume I, Chapter 5 of the Y-12 SWEIS
addresses impacts to public health and safety from the proposed
alternatives, and Volume |I, Appendices D and E provide further
detailed analyses related to human health effects from normal
operations/facility accidents, and air quality, respectively. (See also
response to Comment No. 26 regarding fire mitigation and worker
safety on page 217.)

Comment No. 2 Issue Code: 16

DOE is not planning or proposing a new bomb plant at Y-12. The
purpose of the NEPA processisto ensure that accurate environmental
studiesare performed; that they are done with public involvement; and
that public officials make decisions based on an understanding of the
environmental consequences. Macro-economic analysisisoutsidethe
scope of NEPA. NEPA requiresan analysisof socioeconomicsimpacts
which isincluded in Section 5.3 of the Y-12 SWEIS.

DOE isresponsiblefor meeting the current requirementsof the Nuclear
Weapons Stockpile Memorandum set forth by the President and
Congress. Theneed for nuclear weaponsand the alternative usesof the
Nation’ s funds are beyond the scope of the Y-12 SWEIS.

Comment No. 3 Issue Code: 16

Parties to the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty agree not to directly or
indirectly transfer nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices
or control over them to any recipient; and not to in any way assist,
encourage, or induce nonnuclear weapon statesto manufacture or alter
use, or acquire nuclear weapons, or alter nuclear explosive devices or
control over them. Continuation of the'Y -12 mission, and construction
and operation of a HEU Materials Facility or Specia Materials
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Comment No. 3 (cont.) Issue Code: 16
Complex by the United States does not conflict with such an
agreement. The proposed action which includes continuing weapons
dismantlement activitiesat Y-12 fully supportsthe goalsof Article VI
of the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, in which signatory nations
agree to work toward total disarmament. Since the end of the Cold
War, the United States has significantly reduced the size of the nuclear
weapons stockpile, and DOE has dismantled more than 15,000 nuclear
weapons. At the present time, the U.S. is further downsizing the
nuclear weapons stockpile consistent with the terms of START | and
the recently ratified START II.

The purpose of nonproliferation effortsisto keep non-weapons states
from acquiring nuclear weaponswhileweapons stateswork toward the
longer term goal of achieving total nuclear disarmament. Non-
weapons states that have agreed not to manufacture nuclear weapons
arenot likely to be encouraged to do so asaresult of the Y-12 National
Security Complex continuing weapons support mission activities. As
for rogue states bent on obtaining nuclear weapons at any codt, it is
doubtful that Y -12 mission activitieswould have any influenceon their
nuclear weapons endeavors.
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